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Disposition of Claims 

aMSI Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4) B Cla.m(s) 7_i_ is/ar e withdrawn from consideration. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 'S/are wiu. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) B Claim(s)lzl8 is/are rejected. 
7 s n C iaim(s) is/are objected to. 

S dinars su»C0 restriction anoVo, eiection reo.—,. 

Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10 H The drawing filed on 1 h a.yance. See 37 C FR 1 .35,). 

Appncant may not request that any object.on to the raw* > ^ ^ 

, 2)D The oath o, dedaration Is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

, The drawings are objected ,o under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention speoif,ed in the Cairn, Therefore, the iadder type Itter, 
resonator «er and transversely resonator ffKer disclosed in daim 3 m us« be shown or 
th e feature(s) canceled from the o,aim(s). Using drfferen, liters wouid affect the 

.ustration of the invention. See MPEP 608.02 (d, and 608.02(e). Nonewmatter 
should be entered. 

2 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(b) because they are 
incomplete. 37 CFR 1 .83(b) reads as follows: 

»,st »h.n possible exhibit, in °" e « ™ „ d , lso in another view, so 
S^nif :rSTS5 JScSS. « s U «ice to sno„ the connects ot 

the invention therewith. 

Correction is required. 

3 , n order to avoid abandonment, the drawing informalities noted in Paper No. Firs, 
Office Action , mai,ed on 6/18/01, must now be corrected. Correction can on,y be 
effected in the manner set forth in the above noted paper. 



Claim Rejections ■ 35 (JSC § 102 

The fdlowing is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
,orm the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

States. 

5. Claims 1,2, 4-7, 10, 11 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ago et al. 

Ago et al discloses a surface acoustic wave device comprising a piezoelectric substrate 
5 having a pair of edges, an interdigital transducer 4 provided on main region wherein a 
distance L is between at least one inner edge and corresponding one of the substrate 
edges is equal to about 8X or less (see figures 2, 4, 5). Also, the inner edge has a 
height H in the range of about 2X to about 6* (column 5, lines 47-49). Moreover the IDT 
has a plurality of electrode fingers (see figure 2 and column 2, lines 7-1 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

pTnSy sha» not be "negatived by the manner in which the mventon was made. 

7. Claims 3, 8, 9, 12, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ago et al in view of Kadota et al (Patent # 6,163,099). 

Ago et al discloses a surface acoustic wave device comprising a piezoelectric 
substrate 5 having a pair of edges, an interdigital transducer 4 provided on main region 
wherein a distance L is between at least one inner edge and corresponding one of the 
substrate edges is equal to about 8X or less (see figures 2, 4, 5). 
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Also, the inner edge has a height H in the range of about 2k to about 6^ (column 5, 
lines 47-49). Moreover the IDT has a plurality of electrode fingers (see figure 2 and 
column 2, lines 7-11). 

However, Ago et al does not disclose the use of two electrodes or filters. 

On the other hand, Kadota et al discloses for the purpose of improving insertion 
loss and reducing resonance resistant that the surface acoustic wave device has two 
electrodes (see figure 2) and it has resonance filters (column 8, lines 29-55). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design a surface acoustic device comprising an IDT, a plurality 
of electrodes and the piezoelectric substrate having grooves as disclosed by Ago et al 
and to modify the invention by having filters and two IDTs for the purpose of improving 
insertion loss and reducing resonance resistant as disclosed by Kadota et al. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1 0/20/00 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Anyone with common skill in the art would notice andj^ad in the cited Patent # 
^6847437 that the width of the electrode finger 24a is X/4 (column 5, line 12). If 
someone were to measure the distance, as disclosed by applicant's claim 1, from "one 
inner edge and the corresponding one of the substrate edges", would see that the 
range is between WlOa^ajsee figure 4). Moreover, the office action was made 
clearer for better understanding. 
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,n regards to ,he height o, the edges, Ago e, a, teaches that the heigh, is in the rahge o, 
1 x to 7X, which -about" Cose to the applicants' range, which the term "about' is mereiy 
an indication that exactitude is no. being claimed, but rather a contemplated slight 
variation from the recited range. Also, according to claim 1 , the distance L can be 

interpreted in different ways since an "inner edge" could apply to either side edge of the 

groove 23 (see applicant's figure 2). 

9 . ,n response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i .e., necessity or desirability, in <he Cairns, of any specific relationship between or 
range of values for a distance between an inner edge or a piezoelectric substrate and a 
corresponding substrate edge, are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specfication are 
not read into the Cairns. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a firs, reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Julio C. Gonzalez whose telephone number is (703) 
305-1563. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8AM-5PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on (703) 308-1371. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
308-7722 for regular communications and (703) 305-1341 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 
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